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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This communication is in response to Pre-Appeal Brief, filed 02/17/2006. 

2. Claims 1-11, 16-27, 33-43 and 48-57 are pending. Claims 1, 10, 16, 22, 33, 42, 
48 and 54 are independent. Claims 12-15, 28-32 and 44-47 have been canceled. 



3. Applicant's arguments, see Pre-Appeal Brief, filed 02/17/2006, with respect to 
claims 1-11, 22-27, 33-43 and 54-57 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
The 102(e) and 103(a) rejections have been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's arguments, see Pre-Appeal Brief, filed 02/17/2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 16-21 and 48-53 under 102(e) and 103(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Siegel (6,442,523) in view of the applicant's indicated prior art. 



Response to Arguments 



Allowable Subject Matter 



5. 



Claim 1-11, 22-27, 33-43 and 54-57 are allowed. 



The following is an examiner's 



statement of reasons for allowance: 
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The closest prior art of record, Kiraly et al. (6,324,51 1) teach text reader software 
that electronically reads text-based data aloud and automatically highlights the text as it 
is read so that the user can visually associate the spoken words in the text document. 
The highlighting may be word-by-word highlighting or phrase-by-phrase highlighting 
(column 9, lines 25-35). 

The source of the text-based data may be the contents of a clipboard, a Microsoft 
Word document, an Internet Explorer document, or text-based data of other application 
software (col. 8, line 64 through col. 9, line 18). If the source of the text-based data 
comes from a clipboard, a user may select particular sentences or paragraphs into the 
clipboard (col. 9, lines 1-7). The selection of text to be highlighted and spoken is 
automatically selected from the text-based data source in sequential order. 

Chung et al. (6,1 15,686) teach a system for converting an HTML document into 
audio signals by parsing the HTML files, associating new tags pertaining the rules of 
reading the text and a PARAM tag that indicates how quickly the text should be spoken, 
where the text is spoken to the user using a TTS converter (col. 6, lines 40-46 and col. 
7, lines 1-6). 

Claims 1, 10, 33 and 42 disclose a method of translating an original web page to 
a visually displayable text-to-speech enabled web page, the original web page being 
defined by source code including at least text designated for displaying, the method 
comprising: parsing the text of the source code designated for display into one or more 
grammatical units, associating a tag with each of the grammatical units, associating an 
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event handler with each of the tags, the event handler invokes text-to-speech software 
code, and reassembling the original web page source code with associated tags and 
event handlers to form visually displayable text-to-speech enabled web page source, 
wherein when an even associated with an event handler occurs during user interaction 
with a display of a text-to-speech enabled web page, the text-to-speech software code 
causes the grammatical unit associated with the tag of the event handler to be 
automatically spoken. Chung et al. in view of Kiraly et al. do not teach nor fairly suggest 
reassembling the original web page source code... to form visually displayable text-to- 
speech enable web page source code. 

Claims 22 and 59 disclose when a pointing device is positioned over a link, the 
link is automatically highlighted, the associated text is automatically loaded into a text- 
to-speech software program to speak the text to the user, and finally automatically 
navigating to the address of the link, and that these steps occur sequentially and without 
requiring any further user manipulation. 

Chung et al. in combination Kiraly et al. do not teach reading the text associated 
with the highlighted link, and automatically navigating the link, which has been 
highlighted by pointing device. 

Claims 2-9, 11, 23-27, 34-41, 43, and 55-59 would be allowed since they depend 
from the above claims. 
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Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 16-21 and 48-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Siegel (6,442,523) in view of the applicant's indicated prior art. 

As to claims 16 and 48, Siegel teaches a method of allowing a user to interact 
with a web page displayed on a display device (col. 19, lines 31-35 and display, col. 4, 
line 23), wherein the web page includes one or more grammatical units (web page with 
headings, words, sentences and passages, col. 19, lines 20-30) : 

(a) positioning a pointing device over a grammatical unit (user mouses over 
words within a passage col. 19, lines 20-30); 
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(b) automatically loading the grammatical unit into a text-to-speech engine, the 
grammatical unit thereby being automatically spoken, wherein steps (a) and (b) occur 
sequentially and without requiring any further user manipulation of the pointing device or 
any other user interfaces associated with the display device (the word or passage is 
loaded into the text-to-speech software to read aloud, where all the user has to do is 
mouse over or click on a word or passage to be read (col. 19, lines 20-30 and 42-52). 

Siegel does not explicitly teach a grammatical unit with an active region; 
however, Siegel teaches each word in the passage is either read aloud or the passage 
is read aloud by the text-to-speech software when the user mouses over the words. 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, that because each word or passage can be read aloud by the text-to-speech 
software when a user mouses over it (col. 19, lines 20-30), each word would have an 
active region). 

Siegel does not teach the grammatical unit being automatically highlighted by the 
highlighting device. 

However, the applicant's prior art teaches the user can highlight a portion of text 
to be read aloud (col. 3, lines 1-4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the automatic text-to-speech of Siegel with the 
highlighting feature of the applicant's prior art to provide for the user a visual indication 
of what words or passages are currently being read aloud by the system, helping them 
understand the word or passage. 
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As to claims 17 and 49, Siegel does not explicitly teach step (b) occurs only if the 
pointing device persists in the active region for a greater than a preset time period. 
However, Siegel teaches a mouse over event (col. 19, line 21), where it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that the pointing 
device would need to persist over a word for certain period of time before it is read 
aloud so that words would not be erroneously read by the text-to-speech software. 

As to claims 18 and 50, Siegel does not explicitly teach the preset time period is 
a hum perceivable time period. However, Siegel teaches a mouse over event (col. 19, 
line 21 ), it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
that the user would hold the cursor over a position to be read, allowing enough time for 
the user to properly select the position to begin reading, and so the system will be able 
to realize the area the user wants to be read. 

As to claims 19 and 51 , Siegel does not explicitly teach the preset time period is 
at least about one second. However, Siegel teaches a mouse over event (col. 19, line 
21 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that the user would hold the cursor over a position to be read, so that the 
system will be able to recognize that the user wants the reading to begin at that 
position, and since the user must also recognize that this is the position to read, a limit 
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of one second would allow for the user and the computer to be sure that this is the 
position to read. 

As to claims 20 and 52, Siegel teaches the grammatical unit is a sentence (col. 
37, lines 20-24). 

As to claims 21 and 53, Siegel teaches the pointing device is a mouse (mouse, 
col. 19, line 21). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas E. Shortledge whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-7612. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571)272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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